In the next chapter, the etiology of the disease is examined with more philosophy and on sounder principles than in previous works, and it is not a little gratifying to us to find that in contesting the alleged reality of certain of the influences described to be productive of the disease by MM. Rayer, Christison, &c., we were destined to be borne out by the figures of M. Becquerel. Thus, we exposed the utter fallacy of the argument adopted by Dr. Christison to prove the influence of intemperance upon the disease; and we find accordingly, that of sixty-nine subjects examined by M. Becquerel, nine only were given to indulgence in spirituous liquors?and in some of these cases certain internal lesions had preceded, and in all probability played an important part in the development of the malady. Again, in one third only of the 69 cases was the affection traceable to any form of exposure to cold and damp; even this proportion of cases, however, it may be urged, suffices to prove the power of those atmospheric conditions, and we do not deny this; but the smallness of the ratio shows that the extent of that power had been greatly exaggerated. M. Becquerel finds himself authorized in affirming, on the evidence of these cases, that the disease most commonly originates under the influence of preexisting organic lesions, of which the immediate effect is to induce an habitual state of congestion in the kidneys. Our limits will, unfortunately, not permit us to analyse this chapter with the attention it deserves.
We have elsewhere mentioned (vol. X. p. 323,) 
